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COMMENTS ON DRAFT BULLETIN 160-98
CALIFORNI~ WATER PLAN UPDATE

GENERAL COMMENTS

_URBAN WATER CONSERVATION BEST MANAOEM~NT P~CTICES KND
ADD ..~IONAL CONSERVA~ON OPTION

Metropolitan recognizes water conservation is m important component of
any resource plan. Therefore, Metropolitan is committed to fuL! implementation of urban
water conservation ’%cut management practices", or BMPs, as stated in the memorandum
of understanding of the California Water Conservation Coalition. However, M~tropolitan
is concerned with the estimates of water demand reductions used in the DraR Bulletin.
The Drift Bttlletin references the 1991 MOU Regarding Urban Water Conservation and
assumes "full implementation" of BMPs for al! urban users in the baseline p~ojections.
The final Bulletin needs to recognize that the MOU reqttires full implementation of
cost-effective BM]Ps by individual agencies,

Under the MOU, participating urban water agencies commit to use "good-
faith efforts" to implement proven water conservation measures, develop new measures,
and impleracnt them as they become feasible. In return for this commitment, the
environmental and public interest groups participating in the BMP development process
have agreed that BMP implementation provides the best available metho& for adaieving
ware.r conservation and that the State Water Resources Control Board should only use
r~liable ~tima~s of conservation savings developed through this process. As mandated
by the MOU, the California Urban Wamr Conservation Council (CUWCC) was formed
to d~velop mrthodology to quantif7 the water savings from i&ntifi~ BMPs, continually
evaluate currently identified BMPs, and develop potential conservatiou practices. It is
critical that DWIL in cooperation with t~ CUWCC, eagages in ¢valu~ng the
effectiven~s of BMPs and &vise realistic, cr~ible estimates of water savings.

Metropolitan is concerned that the Draft Bulletin assumes water Consorvation
measures beyond BMPs to redu¢~ future water shortages, It is not clear on how the Draft
Bulletin an-ires at tlm estimated savings due to these potsntlal BMI%. As Bulletin 160
has been an important source docmmmt for the State Water Resources Control Board in
the Wamr Rights proceedings, Bulletin 160-95 should adhere to estimates provided by
CUWCC.

RECYCLED WA _TER_

It is stared in the Draft Bulletin that potential supply from water re.cycling is
based on a 1995 DWR survey. We request that the survey data be included as an
appendix to the final Bulletin to assure full public review of available production and cog

Summariz¢d data in the Draft BuLletin from your 1995 survey for South
Coast Region s~ms siguificantly diff¢mn, t from Metropolitan’s database for recycled
water production and costs.
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The DraR Bulletin shows ~i0 projects cm’rently producing 210,000 AF/Y of re~yc~..d
water in Southern California, and those projecls are expecmd to increase production
to 330,000 AF/Y by the year 2020 (p. 7-108). Metropolit~’s current databas~
identifies 80 recycling projects produoin~ a tor~[ of about 140,000 AF in FY" 1995 mid
these projects are expected to produce about 234,000 AF/Y by the year 2020 (see
attached table),

The Draft Bulle~ indicates th~ r~here is the potential to develop an additional
6~0,000 AFFY of recycled water supply with a net "new water" yield of 556,000
AF/Y (p. 7-108; Table 7-32). Of the 5~6,000 AF/Y of new waP~r from potential new
recycling projects, 441,000 AFtY ~;an be developed at a cost less ~ $~00tAF
(Table 7.32, p. 7-!15), M¢tropolitan’s strvey in 1993 (see attached ]RP Volume
identified the foibwing costs for projects that were ~ or under
¢ons~aedon aS that time:

< $500tAF 92,000
$500 to $1000/AF ~55,000
$1000 to $1500/AF 160,000

> $1500/AF 60,000

The final Bulle~ should also note that salinity impacts; failure to fully
develop recycled wate~ ~t~.rkets; aud cost escalalion dtle ~ constru~on ~nsm~inm i~
udoan areas could resuIt in increased project unit costs from thos~ identified in our 1993
survey.

We wo~d ]ikc m obtain r~ dat~ ~om D~’~ ]~ ~urv~y such ~m~ the
differenoe oaa be re.~ncilcd.

TABLF~.I.ISTING WATER SUt, e~.Y AND D~ MANAGEbfI~NT OPTIONS
AV_An.A~Lm ~0 !~.q~ONS

Wl~e it is helpful ro provid~ lisdngs ot p~oj~ts and pro~F~ms rhar varioss
agencies am studying m augment supplbs or manage demamds, ~hos¢ projects insvitably
represent a sn~p sho~ in d~¢ planml~g etto~. We ~omnmnd rlla~ ~h¢ r~blcs b¢ l~tlCd "List
ot Pomntial Water Supply and D~mand Mmmg~n~n~ Options" insmad of "___ Rsgion
Options Comprehensive List".

DATA SOURq~ AND £XP.L_._ANAn0N

There are frequent instances tln’oughout th~ document where data or
information is usect wi~ neither a source identified, nor enough explanation to
understand where the data came from and how it should be used. The result is that the
rea~er is frequently not given enough information to determine the validity of what is
pre~ented, While it is recognized that this is a v~ry data-inmnsive document and it would
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be difficult to identify ~ somc~ or exphd~ each number, it would bo beneficial, at a
minimum, to m~crcnce sore.s fll~ me not wid=ly ~o~ to ~,

Sore ex~ples wh,~ ~difion~ Mfo~afion is n~M i~lude:

~ ~ sour~s f~ ~e r~cl~$ p~]�¢ts ~d costs ~ ~ o~o~ for each

~e assumptions used in estimat=g w~r cott~rvation savir~$s with ~1
implenzntation of the ~rban Best Ma~a~etmnt Practic, s ~). tn¢~mafion ~d

included ~ ~ ap~n~ to tM £~t B~e~,    ’

The Imsis for assuming current BMPs caa eff~t redu~on of 12 ~ 15 ~r=ut w~r
~e iu d~ cu~r¢i~ ~flm~on~ ~d ~d~M~ sector ~e ~12),

~e ~ for ~u¢i~ ~~il, ~fimfionM ~ indm~ w~r ~e by 2 m 3
~t, ~ ~ SO~ ~t R~on, beyond ~ it ~~ to ~ ac~v~ by ~e
B~ (p~e 7-98).

~’ Tim So~s used for developing the corn for various conservation nmasures.

DATA INCONSIS.~N~.~.q

M~a ~a ~cussM in ~e ~ ~d ~les, ~d ~m one t~l¢ ~ ~o~ ~le. It is
~o ~cult to fu~uw how ~ w~r supply ~d ~d
m c~¢~am ~e water budget ~ ~o~nded option.

~ M~age~at ogfions ~ au~entation opfiom ~
"~ ~ ~o~ ~ T~le 10-3.

~ It ~ ~cI~ w~t opde~ ~ ~ T~le 7-32 for ~ Soa~ Co~t Re#on were
m T~ 7-33.
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